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Appellants: William C. Y. Lee et aL Examiner: Saba Ts^aye JAN II d ^006 

Serial No.: 09/733,480 Group Art Unit: 2662 

Filed: Deceinbei: 7, 2000 Docket G&C 139.146-US-Ul 

Title: TUNNELLING WIRELESS VOICE WITH SOFTWARE-DEKB^JED 

VOCODERS 



PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

MAIL STOP AF 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexfl0diia,VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

L Introdiiction 

In response to die final Office Action dated November 1, 2005, Appellants* attorney hereby 
submits ft Notice of Appeal accompanied by dais Pre- Appeal Brief Request for Review- The rlaims 
have not been amended 

Appellants' attorney traverses the rejections for one or more of the following reasons: 

(1) Palermo does not teach or suggest loading one of a plurality of vocoders into a 
processor of a called party's handset based on a particular type of network communicating with a 
calling party** handset; and 

(2) Sieppi does not teach or suggest transmitting a notification to a called party's 
network that a calling party's liandset i« calling &om a particular type of network, and then loading 
one of a plurality of software-defined vocoders into the called party's handset based on a transmitted 
notification. 



n. Appellants* lTid^e.odent_Claims 

Independent riaim.s 1 and 5 are directed to niorLeling voice data over one or more networks. 
Claim 1 is representative of both claims, and comprises the steps of: 

(a) transmittiag a notification to a called party's network diat a calling party's handset is 
calling from a particular type of networlq and 

(b) loading one of a plurality of software-defined vocoders into the called party's handset 
based on the transmitted notification, wherein the loaded software-defined vocoder, when executed 
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by the caDed party's handset^ translates voice data, coromunicated between the calling part/s handset 
and the called party's handset. 

Independent claims 9 and 13 are directed to tunneling voice data over one or more 
networks. Claim 9 is representative of both daicas, and comprises die steps of; 

(a) receiving a notification from a calling party's network chat it is a particular rype of 
network; and 

(b) loading one of a plurality of software-defined vocoders into a called paxt/s handset based 
on the received notification, wherein the loaded software-defined vocoder, when executed by the 
called party's handset, translates voice data coiTUnunicated between the calling party*s handset and 
the called party's handsec 

Independent claims 17 and 21 are directed to tunneling voice data over one or more 
networks. Claim 17 is representative of both claimsj and comprises the steps of: 

(a) loading one of a pl\jxality of vocoders into a processor of a called party's handset, wherein 
the loaded vocoder is selected based on a particular type of network communicating with a calling 
party's handset; and 

(b) executing the loaded vocoder in the processor of the called party's handset, wherein the 
vocoder translates voice data communicated to the called party's handset from the calling party's 
handset. 

in, Argiiments - Failure to Establish a Prima Facie Case under 35 U.S.C. §1Q 2re^ or iQi(^) 

Appellants' attorney directs the panel to pages 9-13 of the Response underr 37 CF.R. §1.111 

filed on August 19, 2005 for the substance of the arguments. 

Appellants' attorney submits that there are clear errors in die Examiner's rejecdons and 

further, the rejections fail to propedy establish antidpanon or obviousness of Appellants' claims 

based on the dted references. 

ValsTmn does not teach loading a vocoder into a calkd parp*s handxet based on a p aHicular t^t of mtwork 
communicating with a calling parp's bcmdset 

Palermo merely states that a vocoder is loaded into the called parry's handset based on the 
type of network (Le,, waveform) being used by the called party's handset, not the calling partj^s 
handset. Palermo does not teach ox suggest loading one of a plurality of vocoders into a processor 
of a called party*s handset based on a particular type of network communicating with a calling 
party's handset. Instead, Palermo merely describes switching between vocoders in the called party's 
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handset according to the type of network conununicarmg with that called party's handset, not 
according to die type of network communicating widi die calling patty's handset. 

In view of die above. Appellants' attorney submits diat the rejection is based on clear error 
since all the limitations of the clnitns are not met by the reference, 

Sieppi daej. not taacb tranxmiuim a notijicatiov to a calki party^s network thai a callim pafty's handset JS 
calling from a partimlar t}pe of neiwtrrk, and th en kadinia vocoder into the calkdparh's hmdstt based on a 
transmitted noUfication 

Sieppi merely states that a decision whether to use a decoder at a switch is made based on 
the types of vocoders in the calling and called party's handsets, Sieppi does not teach or surest 
transmitting a notification to a called party^s network that a caUing party's handset is calling from a 
particular type of network, and then loading one of a plurality of software-defijied vocoders into the 
called party^s handset based on a transmitted norification. Instead, Sieppi only describes switching 
off the encoder/decoder in the switch means, if the handset has the necessary encoder/ decoder. 
No notification of network type is transmitted to the called psrty's handset in Sieppi, and there is no 
selection, or switching, or any control, of a plurality of vocoders in the called party^s handset, or any 
loading of a selected vocoder for execution into the called part/s handset 

In view of the above. Appellants' attorney submits that the rejection is based on dear error 
since all the limitations of the claims are not met by the reference. 

IV. Conclusion 

In view of the above, it is submitted that tbe application is allowable over the references, and 
such allowance is respectfully solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GATES & COOPER LLP 
Attorneys for Appellants 
Howard Hugheu Center 
6701 Center Drive West, Suite 1050 
Los Angeles, California 90045 
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